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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/27/2008 has been entered. 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to applicant's amendment dated 5/27/2008. 

2. Claims 1-10 and 21-40 are pending in the case. 

3. Claims 1 1 -20 are cancelled. 

4. Claims 1, 21 and 27 are independent claims. 

Applicant's Response 

5. In Applicant's response dated 5/27/2008, applicant has amended the following: 
a) Claims 1-10, 21-32 and 34-40 

Information Disclosure Statement 

6. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 5/27/2008, 5/28/2008 
and 7/3/2008 are in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the 
examiner is considering the information disclosure statements. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 21-26 and 33-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The language of the 
claims raises a question as to whether the claims are directed merely to abstract 
ideas that are not tied to a technological art, environment, or machine which 
would result in a practical application producing a concrete, useful, and tangible 
result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. See 
MPEP§2106 

Claim 21: 

Claim 21 recites a "system", and the "means for" language is interpreted to 
include the graphical user interface from the specification. The recited ''graphical user 
interface" is merely computer software that performs various functions. Thus, the 
recited "system" is comprised merely of computer software and is not a process, a 
machine, a manufacture or a composition of matter. 

Accordingly, the claim fails to recite statutory subject matter as defined in 35 
U.S.C. §101. 



Claims 22-26 and 33-40: 
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Dependent claims 22-26 and 33-40 are rejected for fully incorporating the 
deficiencies of base claim 21 , 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-9, 21-31 and 33-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sylor et al. (hereinafter "Sylor") U.S. Publication Application 
No. 2002/0186238 Al in view of Melillo, U.S. Publication No. 2004/0003122 Al. 

Claim 1: 

Sylor teaches a computer-implemented method employed within a network 
comprising: displaying a hierarchical tree structure having a plurality of 
selectable tree nodes in a graphical user interface, each of the plurality of tree 
nodes representing a resource of an application server; (see abstract, par. 51 , the 
nodes of the interactive hierarchical display represent network resources that can be 
monitored) 

wherein at least one of the tree nodes is a monitor service node, the 
monitor service node representing a monitor service of the application server; 
(see par. 51 , par. 63 - resources may represent services) receiving a first indication 
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that the monitor service node is selected; and in response to receiving the first 
indication, displaying a hierarchical monitor tree in the graphical user interface 

(see par. 18, par. 104, par. 146 -mouse-over or click on resource nodes to show a 
hierarchical tree of resource profiles), the displayed hierarchical monitor tree having 
a plurality of selectable hierarchical monitor tree nodes (see par. 19, par. 146, 
Figure 9B - the child resource profiles nodes of the hierarchical tree of resource profiles 
are selectable) 

Sylor fails to expressly teach a managed bean. 

However, Melillo teaches "the Mbean wraps the non-Mbean making possible its 
management in the JMX architecture" {see abstract), (claim 1; i.e., wherein each of 
the plurality of hierarchical monitor tree nodes corresponds to a resource 
associated with a monitor managed bean) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to create the non-complaint Mbean application resource as taught 
by Sylor into a managed bean with the Mbean wrapper and to use the JMX adapter as 
taught by Melillo to enable the display window as taught by Sylor to display the 
converted managed bean in a JMX architecture to provide the benefit of managing 
objects representing different types of resources, (see Sylor; par. 51 , par. 63 ) (see 
Melillo; par. 2, par. 106-107) 



Claim 2: 
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Sylor teaches wherein each selectable displayed hierarchical monitor tree 
node includes a status indicator to provide a graphical illustration of a current 
status of a monitored resource, (see par, 20, par, 136 - visual trait illustrating the 
severity of the status associated with the selectable resource profile ) 

Claim 3: 

Sylor teaches receiving a second indication that one of the plurality of 
hierarchical monitor tree nodes is selected; and configuring the selected 
hierarchical monitor tree node with the graphical user interface, (see par, 17, par. 
185 - configuring the propagation rule of the selected hierarchical resource profile) 

Claim 4: 

Sylor teaches setting a monitoring period for the selected hierarchical 
monitor tree node, (see par, 17, par, 173) 

Claim 5: 

Sylor teaches configuring the selected hierarchical monitor tree node to 
provide an alarm if a resource corresponding to the selected hierarchical monitor 
tree node malfunctions, (see par. 95-97) 



Claim 6: 
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Sylor teaches configuring the selected hierarchical monitor tree node to 
poll monitor data from a resource corresponding to the selected hierarchical 
monitor tree node, (see par. 173-175) 

Claim 7: 

Sylor teaches configuring the selected hierarchical monitor tree node to 
push monitor data from a resource corresponding to the selected hierarchical 

monitor tree node to the selected hierarchical monitor tree node, (see par. 206) 

Claim 8: 

Sylor teaches setting a threshold value for the selected hierarchical monitor 
tree node, wherein the selected hierarchical monitor tree node is to provide a 
third indication if the threshold value is detected, (see par. 68-69) 

Claim 9: 

Sylor teaches receiving a fourth indication that one of the plurality of 
hierarchical monitor tree node is selected; displaying a history of monitor data 
collected by the selected hierarchical monitor tree node, (see par. 141-144) 



Claims 21 and 33: 
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Claims 21 and 33 are directed towards system claims and are substantially 
encompassed in method claim 1; therefore the system claims are rejected under the 
same rationale as method claim 1 above- 
in respect to the graphical user interface, cursor control device and the Java 
Management extensions (JMX) of system claims 21 and 33, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to configure the 
display window and mouse device as taught by Sylor and the Java Management 
extensions (JMX) based architecture as taught by Melillo to perform the limitations of 
system claims 21 and 33 as further explained in the rationale of method claim 1 above. 

Claim 22: 

Claim 22 is directed towards a system claim and is substantially encompassed in 
method claim 3; therefore the system claim is rejected under the same rationale as 
method claim 3 above. 

Claim 23: 

Claim 23 is directed towards a system claim and is substantially encompassed in 
method claim 4; therefore the system claim is rejected under the same rationale as 
method claim 4 above. 



Claim 24: 
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Claim 24 is directed towards a system claim and is substantially encompassed in 
method claim 5; therefore the system claim is rejected under the same rationale as 
method claim 5 above. 

Claim 25: 

Claim 25 is directed towards a system claim and is substantially encompassed in 
method claim 6; therefore the system claim is rejected under the same rationale as 
method claim 6 above. 

Claim 26: 

Claim 26 is directed towards a system claim and is substantially encompassed in 
method claim 8; therefore the system claim is rejected under the same rationale as 
method claim 8 above. 

Claims 27-31 : 

Claims 27, 28, 29, 30 and 31 are directed towards manufacture claims and are 
substantially encompassed in method claims 1,3,4, 5, and 9 respectively; therefore the 
manufacture claims are rejected under the same rationale as method claims 1, 3, 4, 5 
and 9 above. 



Claim 34: 
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Claim 34 is directed towards a system claim and is substantially encompassed in 
method claim 3; therefore the system claim is rejected under the same rationale as 
method claim 3 above. 

Claim 35: 

Sylor teaches wherein displaying information related to the plurality of 
hierarchical monitor tree nodes includes displaying at least one of a name of the 
selected hierarchical monitor tree node, a description of the selected hierarchical 
monitor tree node, a monitor type for the selected hierarchical monitor tree node, 
and monitor data, (see par. 64-65) 

Claim 36: 

Sylor teaches wherein the window pane further comprises: a selectable 
configuration command; wherein the system further comprises a means for 
displaying one or more selectable monitor tree node configuration options in 
response to a selection of the configuration command, (see Figure 6B) 

Claim 37: 

Sylor teaches wherein the one or more hierarchical monitor tree node 
configuration options include at least one of a monitoring period field to receive a 
value specifying a monitoring period, a resource malfunction response indicator 
to specify a response of the selected hierarchical monitor tree node, if a resource 
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malfunctions, a data collection indicator to indicate whether monitor data is to be 
pushed from the resource, and a threshold value field to receive a threshold value 
for specifying a threshold of the resource, (see par, 17, par. 68-69, par, 95-97, par. 
173, par. 206) 

Claim 38: 

Sylor teaches a data history command; and wherein the system further 
comprising a means for displaying in response to a selection of the monitor data 
history command, a monitor data history pop-up window to provide a history of 
monitor data collected by the selected hierarchical monitor tree node, (see Sylor; 
par. 141-144) 

1 1 . Claims 10, 32, 39 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sylor, in view of Melillo as cited above, in further view of Kekic 
et al. (hereinafter ^^Kekic"), U.S. Patent No. 6,664,978 B1. 

Claim 10: 

Neither Sylor nor Melillo expressly teach displaying a table of monitor data. 

However, Kekic teaches "Column: Date & Time and Description: Day and Time 
when the alarm occurred" {see col. 48 Table 7). (claim 10; i.e., displaying a table of 
monitor data, the displayed table including a time column to display a time when 
an item of monitor data is collected and one or more columns of monitor data.) 
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Examiner interprets the table shown in Kekic's Figure 31 to have a time column and 
additional columns of monitor data. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to create the non-complaint Mbean application resource as taught 
by Sylor into a managed bean with the Mbean wrapper and to use the JMX adapter as 
taught by Melillo to enable the display window as taught by Sylor to display the alarm 
history log the includes a time column as taught by Kekic to provide the benefit of 
viewing the detailed history of the triggered alarm. Thus, displaying a time column in the 
history of the alarm log in a graphical interface such as the management console would 
dramatically reduce the time and complexity of managing a computer network due to 
the accuracy of the history log. (see Sylor; par. 141-144) (see Melillo; par. 2, par. 18, 
par. 106-107) (see Kekic; Figure 31, col. 48 Table 7). 

Claim 32: 

Claim 32 includes a program embodied on a computer readable medium to 
implement the steps that are substantially encompassed in method claim 10; therefore 
the claim is rejected under the same rationale as method claim 10 above. 

Claims 39 and 40: 

Claims 39 and 40 are directed towards system claims and are substantially 
encompassed in method claim 10; therefore the system claims are rejected under the 
same rationale as method claim 10 above. In respect to the monitor data history pop-up 
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window providing a table as recited system claims 39 and 40, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
table illustrated in Kekic's Figure 31 to perform the limitations of system claims 39 and 
40 as further explained in the rationale of method claim 10 above. 

Response to Arguments 
1 2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 0 and 21 -40 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Henry Orr whose telephone number is (571) 270 1308. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8 to 4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on (571) 272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

7/29/2008 
HO 



/Rachna S Desai/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2176 



